REMARKS 



Claims 1-29 arc pending in the present application. Applicant has amended 
claims 1, 2, 4, 6, % 10, 12, 13, 17, 2.1 and 29 and cancelled claims 3, 5. 7, 8, 14, 15, 18-20, 
I 2 >,8 ai v \ < ip >!icaat nas also added new claim 75 herein. Applicant 

u ns m ot tl v 

and the following remarks. 

Applicant ks.s >. k chums 3, 5, 7, 8, 14, 15. 18-20 and 22-28 and the 
^ ,. >> ^ j\ >j < si 1) arc now moot. 

Support fo i v 5 can 'be found in 1 o ^xvitu <. - an 

original chi , mplk a submits that no new mat \ k < 

by the claim amendments. 

Claims 1-1.9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 . 

Referring to independent claim 5, as amended, the claim, recites in part: 
eaicnlath <. mi * i ai < t t p > 1 > 1 ed on said maxim m i irrent 

value, utilizing said arithmetic circuit. The concrete and tangible result of claim 1 is 
deicr minim: , , >\. J .da :, pcv.cr." 

v*. f e i n u k - \ _< > l 

applicant respectfully submits that claim 1, and claims 2, 4, 6, 9-13, 16, 17, 21 and 29 
, 1 >cu*e statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. 

Claims 1-3, 6-9, 12,13., 28 and 29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) based on 
.~^v> n v ' \ x 4 ions uj vKvvofl sudaeta! si S Pater, No 
5,658,682). 

<<. , , , j, )\ \ u as i ueii led I ie < am t «c 

mm i ease urge k irrent of said \uter> 1 In 
ar. «' v> , ' r \ n iU > vn <. i i s^ < h m ! ^ k> sa.u 

pscsun state <. ->,nd bauc:>, and a minimum voltage Inm? associated with said 
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battery such that a future output voltage of said battery does not fall below said minimum 
voltage limit and a future stated-charge of said battery does not fail below said. 



maximum discha t" eurren ol 5 battery. Referring to Usuda et al the reference h 
directed to a p;> ■ .■ ..s *U lectins ienuunlng capacin of a l\tttct> Ncithenercivnce. 

however, pros id , ung of "calculating a maximum diseh gect < sak 

^ 1 o' - u < AoeiateO wuk sasa batten '\ 
ecit.ee c sai tended I ui ! c ier rel i 

i v i i i v i t'f v len \ f i if, < \ > !a <. 

of said battery does not tali below said minimum voltage limit and a future state-of- 
vl I v\ ov said mmm tin st uc ol \ I 

- recited in claim I as amended 

Bee.ei.se lae-Seimg and I suda et al., alone or in combination, do not teach each 
<ut ' ov % t u v , <t > ns 1. and claims 2, 6, 9. 10, 12, 1.3 and 29 which 

depend from claim L applicant submits that claims 1.2. 6, 9, 10, 1.2, .13 and 29 are 
allowable over these references. 

Claims 4, 5, 1 1 and 16 were rejected under 35 I' S > 03(a) based m ia ?-Scung 
in view of Usuda et al. and further in view of Plett (U.S. 6,534,954). 

Ncuto * . Suae n r I suda et al, nor Plett provides any teaching of: 
calcuiatin \ x cut of ^atd fatten cd on at a minimum 

n . . , , > v i - 1 v ! co , v ' i n 1 > 1 1 < n ! os 

unendc*. id v s H .%! i depend! iU direct o 1 i ohsim I 

Further, neither Jae-Seursg, nor Usuda et al., nor Plett provide any teaching of calculating 
themaxn vUtofab let> such tha Lnor. n cc of said 

- , <o . n ^ > utge burnt and a \ . n,-soo> 

~.,k1 io*\ M \ * ! v . v»d. nunnnum 1 ! s o o v v vf -vit. vud 

t atep a-, reem aim 1 os amended aid claims - I an< vhieh depend eitht 
! ex o I etlv from clahn i. 
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Because Jae-Seung, Usuda et al„ and Plett, alone or in combination, do not teach 
each and every limitation of claims 4, i ! and 16, applicant submits that claims 4, 11 and 
to dw i ev a o „ , ! e^. eie euw- 

The Examiner objected to claims 7, K), 14, 1$, 17-26. Claims 7 f 1.4. 15, 18-20 
\v vd Appiitams submit thai claims 1 0, 1 7 and 21 , which 

with respect to claim 1 . 

^ NfN v s added new independent ciai s 5 to claim particuiai aspects of th< 
invention. Support for new claim 75 can be found in the specification, figures and 
>rigioa.! f ngfwappl n ubmit tha no lev abject untie has been 

introduced by claim 75. Applicant submits that claim 75 is allowable for ai least the 
same reasons as claim i . 

in view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, applicant respt c; f \ s v n its 
hv the <n in ao «m is in condition for allowance. Such action is most earnestly 
solicited, if for any reason the Examiner feels that consultation with applicant's attorney 
- < «. ment oi iK prosecution, the Examiner is invited to call 

e K-k *. \ov> for an interview. 

If there are any charges due with respect to this response document or otherwise, 
piwwewuoo ' i < K n "Weonri \o 00-11 >0 

Respec submitted 
CANTOR COLBURN ELF 

John If .Backer! 
p , s t ; \ 

cantor ( o \ 1 

248-524-2300 ext. 3109 
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